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Current Topics. 


The Law Society and the Lord Chancellor. 

NEARLY TWO months after the delivery by the Lord 
Chancellor of his tirade against solicitors, the Council of the 
Law Society have passed and published a resolution of protest. 
There is little advantage in commenting further on the delay ; 
we have at last got the protest, and we think everyone will admit 
that it is exceedingly effective, admirably expressed, and in point 
of quiet dignity and conclusiveness affords a welcome contrast to 
the heated and inaccurate statements which were made by Lord 
LorEBURN. The Council confine their protest to the miscon- 
ception, to which the Lord Chancellor gave expression, of the 
attitude of the Law Society towards the Land Transfer Act, 
1897. What they have done has been, as representing the 
Law Society, and in the discharge of their duty to the profession, 
and in the interest of the public, to direct attention to the 
defects of the existing system of compulsory registration—defects 
which solicitors have the best means of observing and rightly 
| appreciating—and to express an opinion that any extension of this 
| defective system would be prejudicial to landowners and the 
public ; and in justification of this attitude, the Council point to 
the Report of the Roygl Commission. Then comes a charge, with 
| which the Lord Chancellor, as a man of integrity, can hardly 

fail to find it necessary to deal, namely, that in a statement 
intended to inform the public as to the true position of matters, 
he not only refrained from referring to the Royal Commission’s 
decision that an extension of the existing system of compulsory 
registration would be unadvisable, but used language calculated 
to create the erroneous impression that the non-success of the 





system was attributable to the action of solicitors, and that the 
| Commission had approved the system subject to unimportant 
|}amendments. And, finally, the Council reaffirm their view that 
| the proper way to deal with the question of land transfer is, first 
| of all, to amend and simplify the law of real property ; and they 
| add, with absolute truth, that they have already contributed, and 
| hope further to contribute, to this. 


The Steps to Follow on the Council’s Resolution. 


| THERE 1s, of course, a great deal more which might have 
| been said by the Council—for instance, the accusation (made 
| with a view to prejudicing the profession in the eyes of tho 
public and their clients) that solicitors mulct landowners in 
costs of land transfer to the extent of “four millions sterling a 
year,” without naming any authority for this statement, might 
| well have been protested against ; but we think that the 
| Council were probably wise in restricting their protest to the 
| more general subject of the attitude of the Council, leaving the 
other matters to be dealt with by resolutions of the provincial 
meeting, now fast approaching. If the resolution of the Coun- 
cil had been earlier passed, we should have thought that it 
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would have been desirable to back it up by resolutions of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies, and possibly of each of the 
larger law societies; but there will be full opportunities for 
expression of the opinion of the profession at the forthcoming 
meeting. We anticipate that the President, whatever his views 
may be as to the course to be pursued by the profession with 
regard to any Bill which may be introduced by the Government 
relative to land transfer, will not fail to express the indignation 
of solicitors at the mis-statements contained in the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s apcech. And we also hope that the report of the Law 
Society's Committee on the Royal Commission’s Report (of the 
issue of which there is still no word) will also incidentally deal 
with the matters referred to in that speech. 


The Revision Courts. 

AS ANTICIPATED, the Aent v. Fittall cases have figured 
largely in the Revision Courts this week. Case No. 2 (1908, 
2 K. B, 933) was in one instance relied on to support the pro- 
position that the Revising Barrister is in all cases bound to act 
on mere evidence of repute where an objection to a claim is 
made. ‘The objection was, in this instance, that a false state- 
ment as to the amount of rent paid had been made in the claim. 
The Kevising Barrister declined to act on any but legal 
evidence. Acnt v. Fittull (No. 2) appears to bear no such inter- 
pretation as was here contended fot. The whole question also 
takes up some space in the «daily press. The writer of an 
article in the 7'imes, however, of the 8th of September seems to have 
overlooked section 7 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1884, when he says that considerations as to separate rating 
“apply only to boroughs and not to counties.” Section 
7 of the Act of 1884 enacts that section 3 of the Representa 
tion of the People Act, 1867 (which relates specifically to 


boroughs in England only), and its amendments, are to 
“extend to counties in England and to counties and 
boroughs in Ireland.” With respect to Ireland, attention 


is called in the daily press tothe fact that Agent v. Fittall (No. 4) 
does not apply in Ireland. Incidentally. a perusal of the Irish 
enactment which makes the Court of Appeal’s last decision 
inapplicable, will serve to strengthen the opinion that the court 
have correctly interpreted the intentions of the Legislature as 
expressed in the English Acts. Section 2 of the Parliamentary 
Registration (Ireland) Act, 1885, runs thus: “ For the purpose of 
the household qualification created by the Representation of the 
People Act, 1884, separate rating of a dweiling-house, or part of 
a dwelling-house, separately occupied, sball not be necessary to 
entitle the inhabitant occupier of the same to be registered a: a 
voter in respect thereof.” The enactment of a similar pro 
vision for’ England would be a simple way of getting rid of the 
difficulty caused by Kent v. Filtall (No. 4). In our last issue 
(ante, p. 750) we should have stated that Aent v. Fittall (No. 1) 
is reported in [1906] 1 K. B. 60. 


A Novel Form of the Black and White Difficulty 
in South Africa. 


IN South Arrica the standing difficulty between the black 
and white races——the colour problem— has just cropped up in 
the closest connection with the legal profession. An account is 
given by the 7imes correspondent in Cape ‘Town (Zimes, 7th Sep- 
tember) of an attempt to e:tablish a Society of Advocates of 
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South Africa that has been for the present frustrated by the | 


obstinate manner in which the colour problem refuses to be solved. 
A movement was set on foot to unify the various local Bars, 
this of course being the logical result of the unification of the 
Supreme Courts of Cape Colony, Natal, the 








of the ci-devant Colony. It is for the Union Parliament to alter this 
if thought desirable. But the voluntary formation of one single 
Society of Advocates would, of course, have been convenient. 
The constitution of the proposed new body did not, however, 
meet with the approval of all the Bars, for the Cape Bar declined 
to adhere to it on the ground that coloured persons were to be 
quite ineligible for membership. The Cape Bar hold that every 
qualified advocate should be eligible for admission to the pro- 
posed new society. The other three Bars hold that membership 
ought to be confined to persons of European race. The 
attempt to form a comprehensive Society of Advocates has, there- 
fore, failed, since no compulsion can be put upon members of the 
Cape Bar to join. A legislative enactment would be a totally 
different thing, and if an attempt were made to pass any Act 
giving white advocates rights which were not also given to 
coloured practitioners, the result would be disastrous to the 
good feeling which ought to exist among South African lawyers. 
Presumably, matters will remain as they are, and the system 
of purely Iccal Bars continue as heretofore—as in Australia, 
where there is no general Australian Bar. 


Whittling Down the Royal Commission Report? 

A CURIOUS process is going on, which, if it should be further 
developed, will deserve the careful attention of the Law Society 
and solicitors in general. Some little time ago Mr. J. Fevix 
WALEY, as secretary to the Royal Commission on Land Transfer, 
wrote a letter to the 7imes to correct what be considered to be 
certain misstatements as to the Report made in a letter by Mr. 
Ewens. Last week Mr. WALEy returned to the charge, and 
with reference to a statement by the daring Mr. Ewens that 
the Report shews that the existing system of compulsory 
registration of title is “ wholly unworkable,” proceeds to interpret 
the real meaning of the passages in the Report which have been 
hitherto considered to shew that the existing system of registration 
of title is imperfect, and that it should not be compulsorily extended 
without alterations. These passages are (1) paragraph 56, “ It 
is not too much to say that up to the present time the effect of 
compulsory registration with possessory title in London has been 
to place a purchaser there at a disadvantage as compared with a 
purchaser elsewhere,” and (2) paragraph 95, “The system as it 
stands is in our judgment imperfect, and we cannot recommend 
the compulsory extension of an imperfect system.” As to these 
Mr. WALEY says: 

“The significance of the two passages cannot be appreciated wh en 
separated from their context in the Report. I would therefore ask 
leave to set out the context in each case, when it will be seen that 
neither of them leads to the conclusion suggested by your corre 
spondent. For immediately after the sentence in paragraph 56 as to 
the effect of compulsory registration with pessessory title in 
London, the Report proceeds as follows :—‘In order to meet these 
complaints, much attention has recently been devoted to cheapen- 
ing registration with absolute title and facilitating the conversion of 
possessory and qualified titles into absolute ; and this is the main 
object of the new rules of 1908, which have been already described. 
We think that a further advance should be made in this direction, and 
submit recommendations for that purpose. The Commissioners, 
therefore, so far from treating the system as wholly unworkable, 
make recommendations for working it on the lines already laid 
down by the rules of 1908, as will be seen on reference to the Sum- 
mary of Recommendations—see Report, paragraph 104, numbers 2-6 
and 21. With regard to the quotation from paragraph 95, the bear 
ing of it is shewn by the suggestion that immediately follows it in 
the report, viz., that the system should be amended, and that if, 
after sufficient experience, the amended system is found to work 


| satisfactorily within the present compulsory area of the County of 


Transvaal | 


Colony, and Orange River Colony into one Supreme Court 
| considered by Parliament. ” 


of South Africa. ‘Lo declare the legal right of the members 
of one local Bar to practise before all divisions of the new 
Supreme Court of South Africa, wherever sitting, is of course, 
a matter for the Union Parliament. The Constitution expressly 
preserves the rights of “advocates and attorneys” with respect 
to practising in particular parts of the Union, and these are 
not extended by the fusion of the courts. Section 115 of the South 
Africa Act, 1909, permits lawyers to practise before the division 
of the new Supreme Court corresponding with the Supreme Court 


London, a Bill for the gradual extension of compulsion on sales to 
the rest of the country by the establishment of local centres and 
branches in the manner suggested by the Registrar should then be 


This last sentence is certainly diverting. According to the 


context in the Report thesystem should be amended, and if, after 
sufficient experience, the amended system is found to work satis- 
factorily in London, a Bill should be introduced for its gradual 
extension. What on earth can this mean except that the existing 
system does not work satisfactorily, and that it is more or less 
doubtful whether the amended system will do so? 
| Must try again. 


Mr. WALEY 
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Deportation in East Africa. 

THE ISSUE of the 7imes of the 11th of September contains | 
an account of the intended deportation of a British settler from 
East Africa which reads like a chapter from our earliest | 
“colonial” history. The account, written on the spot by one 
who is himself familiar with the practical working of the legal 
and administrative system set up in East Africa, is hardly 
intelligible to the ordinary English lawyer without some further 
explanation of East African law—constitutional and criminal. 
Some technical inaccuracies in the communication of the 7imes 
correspondent may possibly also help to produce a little con- 
fusion. What is called the “colony” of “ British East Africa” | 
is really the Protectorate of East Africa, which is gcverned 
under powers conferred by the East Africa Order in Council, 
1902, made on the 11th of August, 1902, in pursuance of the 
authority conferred on the Crown by the Foreign Juris 
diction Act, 1890. The Order in Council itself confers very 
stringent powers on the local executive, and the policy of the 
local Legislature—directed, of course, from Downing Street— 
has been to pass enactments modelled upon Indian statutes 
and even to adopt Indian statutes wholesale—such, for instance, 
as the Indian Penal Code. What precisely are the local statutory 
provisions that have been brought into play in the present case 
does not so far appear, but in all probability the authorities 
have relied upon one provision of the fundamental Order in 
Council of 1902, and another provision in a local Ordinance 
adapting or adopting a section in the Indian Penal Code. This 
section (to take the latter provision first) is section 5 of the 
Indian Penal Code Amendment Act, 1898, which now stands as 
section 153 of the latest edition of the Code. The section runs 
as follows : “ Whoever, by words, spoken or written, or by signs, 
or by visible representations, or otherwise, promotes or attempts 
to promote feelings of enmity or hatred between different classes 
of Her Majesty’s subjects shall be punished with imprisonment,” 
or fine, or both. The provision of the Order in Council referred 
to is contained in section 25 (1): ‘ Where it is shewn by 
evidence on oath to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that 
any person is conducting himself so as to be dangerous to peace 
and good order in East Africa the Commissioner may, 
if he thinks fit, by order under his hand and official seal, order 
that person to be deported from the Protectorate . . ” From 
this order there is to be no appeal. The statement made by the 
Times correspondent is that “the Hon. GALBRAITH COLE is to 
be deported from British East Africa on a warrant charging him 
with exciting race hatred in the Colony.” Mr. Cote, it appears, 
is an English settler engaged in farming. A native was caught 
by him in the act of stealing his sheep, and 1an away, where- 
upon Mr. Cove fired and killed the native. Charged with 
murder, and tried before “a jury of fellow settlers,” Mr. Cote 
was acquitted. These are the circumstances under which the 
deportation order bas been made. The correspondent writes 
very strongly indeed on the subject, and contends that the whole 
proceeding is unwise and unjust to Mr. Cote. This is very 
possibly true, but the chief interest in the incident, from the 
English lawyer's point of view, is that what is substantially, if 
not technically, a part of the British dominions, colonized by 
white settlers, should be governed as though it were a penal 
settlement. 





Set-Off or Counterclaim. 


IN THE middle of the last sittings Lord CoLeripcEe had 
before him a somewhat unusual set of pleadings, which led to 
the entering of judgment by his lordship in a very unexpected 
way (Sharpe v. Haggith, 27 T. L. R. 548). The plaintiff had 
bought of the defendant a business whose stock-in-trade was 
valued at £90 15s. 9d. After taking over this stock, she brought 
an action against the defendant for common law deceit, namely 
certain alleged fraudulent misrepresentations which had induced 
her to purchase the business. She did not claim rescission of the 
purchase contract, however ; but only damages. She kept the 
stock-in-trade, and in her statement of claim inserted a paragraph 
admitting the value of the same to be £90 15s. 9d. “for which 
sum the plaintiff is willing to give the defendant credit in account 
against the damages herein claimed.” This is a very extraordin- 





ary pleading, in which the plaintiff tries to set up for the 
defendant a right of set-off which the latter may or may not 
wish to raise. The defendant, in his defence, denied the fraud, 
and counterclaimed for the £90 15s. 9d., but did not plead a 
set-off. The jury awarded the plaintiff £50 on her claim, and 
the defendant £90 153. 9d. on the counterclaim. Now, the 
natural and obvious mode of entering judgment on these findings 
would be to enter judgment for the plaintiff, £50, on the claim, 
judgment for the defendant, £90 15s. 9d., on the counterclaim, 
and to give each of them costs on their respective claims. But for 
some reason Lord CoLeripGe did not do this ; he simply deducted 
£50 from £90 15s. 9d., and then entered judgment for the 
defendant for £40 15s. 9d. with costs on both claim and counter- 
claim. The arithmetica! process by which this result was achieved 
is simple and tempting, but the legal reasoning on which it is 
based is not at all clear. A claim and counterclaim are cross- 
actions, although since the Judicature Act, 1873, they are tried 
together; hence there must be a separate judgment entered in 
each action, This, indeed, is the very point in which a counter- 
claim differs from a set-off; the latter is treated as a defence to 
the claim, so that only one judgment need be entered. Unless, 
then, Lord CoLERipGE amended the defence by adding words 
which are appropriate to the pleading of a set-off, it is not easy 
to justify his mode of entering judgment. But even if he made 
this amendment—which is not intimated in the report—a further 
difficulty remains before judgment can be entered for the 
defendant both on the claim and on the counterclaim. It would 
be necessary to apportion the sum of £90 15s. 9d. found by the 
jury between the set-off and the counterclaim ; £50 apportioned 
to set-off would wipe out the claim, so that the plaintiff would 
have recovered nothing; the balance would be apportioned to 
the counterclaim. But we know of no authority which enables 
a judge to apportion in this way a single sum found by the jury. 
Nor can we imagine any ground of principle by which such 
apportionment could be supported. If our reasoning, then, is 
correct, it would seem that the judgment as entered by the 
learned judge is not the correct legal interpretation of the jury’s 
findings. 

An American View of American Judges and 

Procedure. 

A REMARKABLE criticism of the judges and the legal system in 
the United States is contained in an article on ‘‘ The Judiciary 
and the Administration of the Law,” in the current number of 
the American Law Ieview. The article opens with a comparison 
between the method of selection of judges in the United States 
and in England. The,implication we gather is that the method 
of selection in this country gives guarantees for the ability and 
integrity of the bench which do not exist in the United States ; 
and this is tegarded as due to two causes—the selection of judges 
by appointment instead of by popular election, and the fact that 
judges are taken from members af the bar whose professional 
competency has already been approved by solicitors; that is to 
say, the special qualifications of English judges are regarded as 
due, in a measure, to the distinction between the two branches 
of the legal profession existing here. In the United States, on 
the other hand, the distinction between barrister and solicitor 
has not been observed. Hence, when an attorney-at-law has 
achieved a high position and become known as a leader of the 
bar, his success has been due not merely—perhaps not even 
largely—to the impression which he has made upon his 
fellow practitioners, but rather to the impression which he has 
made upon the minds of the lay public. The lay public, how- 
ever, is not competent to judge with entire accuracy of the quali- 
fications of practitioners. The men of highest legal ability in a 
given community are not always those who have made the 
greatest popular reputation, nor are the leaders of the bar always 
the ablest members of their profession. ‘“ The tendency,” say the 
writers of the article, “has frequently been to choose the more 
mediocre members of the protession, and thus to produce in 
many cases the anomalous situation of a judiciary which does not 
command the inteilectual respect of the bar which practises 
before it.” It would be beyond our province to follow the 
writers in their detailed criticism of the United States judiciary. 
Their comments, both on the judges and on the administration of 
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the law, are not entirely their own, but are founded upon answers 
received from different classes of lawyers to circulars sent out 
containing questions calculated to discover the actual extent of 
the dissatisfaction with the existing system. But the dissatis 
faction is by no means confined to the personnel of the bench. 
To a large extent it is based upon the technicalities of procedure, 
and we need not perhaps be unduly elated at finding English 
procedure held up as a model to be studied. From New York, 
it is said, there came with practical unanimity suggestions “ that 
there should be a radical change in the direction of simplicity 
and the abolition of technicalities,” the English procedure being 
referred to as furnishing “an admirable and ready-made model 
for improvement The size of our practice books, overloaded 
as they are with authorities, forbids us to accept this praise as 
altogether deserved, and matters have rather lagged of late years 
in the further simplification of procedure. The article, which 
we have only briefly noticed, gives a striking insight into 
American judicial and legal methods, and into the dissatisfaction | 
with them which appears largely to prevail. 


Double Taxation. 

THE MODERN system of raising money for public purposes by 
income tax and death duties is sufficiently burdensome when the | 
taxation of only a single government has to be considered ; but 
in many cases income and property passing on death are 
liable to taxation in two countries, and in general neither govern- 
ment is willing to abandon its prey. As regards income tax, 
we believe there is at present no practical proposal for confining | 
it to the country where the income is, in fact, produced ; and a 
person residing here, and a company which has its headquarters 
in this country, have to pay the tax on their entire income, 
wherever arising, notwithstanding that part may be produced 
ina British colony or ina foreign country and may have to | 
pay a tax there; and profits produced in this country and 
belonging to a person not resident here are liable to income tax, 
notwithstanding that he may be taxed on his entire income in 
the country of his residence. Similarly, on the death of a person | 
resident in one country, who holds shares in a company in | 
another country, death duties in respect of the shares may be 
payable in both countries. It will be noted with interest tbat, 
in this respect, a change has been made in the law as to death 
duties in the State of New York. Hitherto the estate of an 
Englishman, who, at his death, held shares in a company in | 
New York, has had to pay death duty both in New York 
and here. The State of New York has now abandoned its 
claim to duty in such a case. Thus by a recent Act, which 
applies to estates of persons dying after the 21st of July, 1911, 
property is classified as tangible and intangible. Tangible pro 
perty includes real estate and goods, wares, and merchandise, and | 
all tangible property situated within the State is still taxable 
irrespective of the owner's residence. Intangible property is 
defined as incorporeal property, such as money, deposits in 
banks, shares or stock, bonds, notes, credits, evidences of an 
interest in property and evidences of debt, and property of this 
kind is no longer to be taxed if the deceased owner was not 
resident in New York. It is thus recognized that the tax is 
fairly chargeable only in one country, and that choses in action 
are subject to the rule which makes personal property follow 
the domicile. As regards English law, intangible property, | 
within the above definition, if it is represented by bonds passing | 
by delivery, and if the bonds are in this country, will be treated | 
ag situate in this country and will attract estate duty, although | 
the owner, at the time of his death, was not domiciled here | 
(Winans v. Alt.-Gen. 1910, A. C. 27); so that apparently oar | 
law calls for amendment in the way recently adopted in New | 
York. But the possibility of a revision of the law so as to avoid | 
double taxation seems to be remote. 








| 
From the accounts of the Paymaster-General in respect of the funds | 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature, it appears that a sum of £222,651 
6s. ld. may be set against the total liability of the consolidated fund 
in respect of suitors’ cash on 28th of February last, leaving an un 

covered liability of £1,709,483 9s. 5d. The total amount of cash in 
court on 28th of February was £2,465,445 14s. 5d. Of this amount 

£1,105,471 17s. 9d. was on deposit. 





Conversion by the Court. 


We have already shortly referred (ante, p. 511) to the decision 
of the Court of Appeal, in Fauntleroy v. Beebe, on the effect of an 
order for sale in converting realty into personalty, but the pub- 
lication of the judgments in the current Law Keports (1911, 
2 Ch. 257) makes it worth while to recur to the subject. In 
fact, it had been already settled by previous decisions that an 
order for sale of real property converts it into personalty as 
from the date of the order, but since the result is to alter the 
rights of the parties by a proceeding taken merely for purposes 
of administration, it is not surprising that another attempt 
should have been made to turn the course of judicial decision. 

It is, of course, intelligible that an actual sale, whether by a 
trustee under a power or by the court in the exercise of its 
jurisdiction, should change the nature of the property. “ If,” 
said JrsseL, M.R., in Steed v. Preece (18 Eq., p. 197) “ a coa- 
version is rightfully made, whether by the court or a trustee, 
all the consequences of a conversion must follow ; and there is 
no equity in favour of the heir or anyone else to take the pro- 
perty in any other form than that in which it is found”: and 
the importance of the rule is shewn by the number of recent 
cases in which its application has come before the courts. In 
the case of a power of sale vested in trustees, there is, of course, 
noconversion until the power is actually exercised, and in this 
respect a power differs froma trust for sale, which converts the 
property from the date when the trust becomes operative. 
“Conversion under a power of sale,” said NEVILLE, J., in 2 
Dyson (1910, 1 Ch. p. 752), “has no retrospective effect, and 
does not divest the interest of the person beneficially entitled 
to the land at the time of conversion, but merely changes his 


|interest from an interest in real estate to an interest in 


personal estate, so that his personal and not his real representa 
tives would upon his death become entitled.” Accordingly it 


|was held in that case that there was no conversion until the 


power of sale was exercised. 
Where land is sold by trustees under a power, this is a pro- 
ceeding which was expressly contemplated by the settlor or 


| testator, and when a sale has actually taken place, there is no 


reason why the conversion should not be final for all purposes. 
On the other hand, when the court orders a sale in the exercise 
of its jurisdiction, whether in the course of administration, 
or partition, or otherwise, this is a step which was not in pur- 
suance of a settlor’s directions, and the result of the intervention 
of the court is to change the heritable nature of the property 
and to give it, in the event of the death intestate of the bene- 
ficiary then entitled, to different persons. Hence it would be a 
reasonable view that the change shall only be made so far as is 
necessary to give effect to the immediate purpose for which the 
sale is ordered, whether to raise money to pay off an incumbrance 
or to pay costs, or otherwise ; and this view was acted on in Ireland 
in Scott v. Scott (9 L. R. Ir. 367), and also by Eve, J., in Burgess v. 
Booth (1908, 1 Ch. 880). In the former case the sale was ordered fer 
the purpose of paying off incumbrances, in the latter for paying 
costs ; and in each case there was a surplus, which was held to be 
re-converted in favour of the heir-at law of the person entitled 
at the time of the sale. This was opposed to the dictum of 
JesseL, M.R., in Steed v. Preece (supra), but that was not 
required for the point before him, and it was considered that it 
was opposed to principle to treat the conversion as final for all 
purposes. When, however, Burgess v. Booth came before the 
Court of Appeal (1908, 2 Ch. 648), it was pointed out that the 
correctness of the dictum in Steed v. Preece had been affirmed in 
Hyett v. Mekin (25 Ch. D. 735), in Hartley v. Pendarves (1901, 
2 Ch. 498), and in Re Grange (1907, 2 Ch. 20), and the court 
declined to follow Scott v. Scott (supra), and reversed the decis on 
of Eve, J. The sale had been rightfully ordered by the court, 
and, in the words of JesseL, M.R., all the consequences of a con- 
version followed. The conversion was final, and there was no 
equity to treat any proceeds not required for the immediate 
purpose of the conversion as reconverted. 

It was also held by the Court of Appeal, in Burgess v. Booth, 
that the effect of the order for sale was toconvert the real estate 
into personalty as from the date of the order, and this was in 
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accordance with previous cases. In Arnold v. Dizon (19 Eq. 113), 
the court had ordered a sile of real estate, and before it was 
effected one of the persons interested died. It was held that the 

roperty had been converted in his lifetime, and, upon the estate 
boing subsequently sold, his share of the proceeds went to his 
personal representative. Similarly, in //yett v. Mekin (supra), it was 
held by Kay, J., that an absolute order for sale, made by the 
court in the exercise of its jurisdiction in an administration 
action, operated as a conversion from the date of the order and 
before any sale had taken place. The result of the authorities, 
he said, “is clearly this .. . that if, in an action for administration 
of an estate, the court, in the exercise of its undoubted jurisdiction, 
makes an order for the sale of the estate, the order for sale will 
amount in itself to a conversion.” The only question, indeed, 
in such cases is whether the court had jurisdiction to make the 
order. Similarly, in Re Dodson (1908, 2 Ch. 638), Eve, J., held 
that an order for sale, properly made in a partition action, oper- 
ated as a conversion from the date of the order. 


There was apparently nothing in the present case of Fauntleroy 
v. Deebe (supra) to distinguish it from the cases cited above, 
except the length of time during which part of the property 
comprised in the order had remained unsold. A testator who 
died in 1872 devised his real estate in trust for his four children 
in equal shares. It was necessary to have recourse to the real 
estate for purposes of administration, and an order for sale of a 
portion of it was made in 1883. Part of the estate’ comprised 
in the order was sold, but the rest still remained unsold. If, how 
ever, the order operated as a coaversion from its date, this result 
conld not be affected by the length of time which had elapsed 
without the order being fully acted upon, and the Court of Appeal 
affirmed the rule that the order does effect a conversion from its 
date. After that date the per-ons entitled to the property hold 
it in the state in which it actually is if the order has been acted 
on ; that is, if the land has been turned into money, they hold 
the property as personalty ; but though the order has not been 
acted on, yet the notional conversion into personal estate is com 
plete, and they still hold the property as personalty (see the judg 
ment of Buckey, L.J., at p. 265): The order, in fact, provided 
it is properly made, finally determines the heritable nature of the 
property ; and if there is jurisdiction to make an order for sale, 
the jurisdiction is not exceeded hecause the order extends to 
o of the estate than is actually required for the immedia’e 
object. 


The Law Society's Council and the 
Lord Chancellor. 


_The following resolution was passed unanimously at the ordinary 
Vacation meeting of the Council of the Law Svc iety, held on the 8th 
Inst. :— 

“The Council having had under consideration the recent debate in 
the House of Lords, records its protest against the misconception to 
which the Lord Chancellor gave expression, of the attitude of the Law 
Society towards the Land Transfer Act of 1897, under which com- 
pulsory registration has been established in London. 


“The Council, as representing the Law Society, in discharge of its | 


duty to the profession, and in the true interests, as it is believed, of 
the public, has assisted in directing attention to the defects of the 


have the best means of observing and rightly appreciating. 

_‘* The Council has also given publicity to its opinion that any exten- 
sion of this defective system would be prejudicial to landowners and 
the public. 

“This attitude on the part of the Society has been fully justified by 
the Report of the Royal Commission, and the Council expresses its 
regret that the Lord Chancellor not only refrained from referring to 
this result of the Royal Commission, but used language calculated to 
create the erroneous impression (1) that the non-success of the system is 
attributable to the action of the profession, and (2) that the Commis- 
sion had approved the system subject to unimportant amendments. 

“The Council has always contended that the proper way of dealing 
with the question of land transfer is first to amend and simplify the 
law of nal property, so as to remove the difficulties which must beset 
any system of registration under existing conditions. To such reform 
the Council has already largely contributed, and hopes further to con 
tribute as soon as the state of business in Parliament admits.” 


| 








Reviews. 


Mercantile Law. 


Stevens’ Evements or Mercantite Law. Firrn Eprrion. By 
Hersert Jacops, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 
This work, it is stated in the preface, is recommended as a text- 

book for accountancy students, and their requirements have received 

the first consideration ; but the editor has endeavoured to make it 
the basis for general study of mercantile law, and he has procured 
the assistance of other gentlemen for this purpose. New chapters 

on companies and arbitrations have been contributed by Mr. F. 

Porter Fanssett, and a chapter on Stock Exchange transactions and 

an appendix on patents, trade marks and copyright by Mr. B. W 

Devas. This has somewhat increased the size of the book, and a fur- 

ther increase is due to the fuller treatment of some of the original 

subjects. But it has not outgrown the convenient bulk of an 
elementary text-book. The law of marine insurance has been codi- 
fied since the last edition by the Marine [Insurance Act, 1906, and 
this has necessitated the rewriting of the chapter on that subject. 
In a book dealing specially with mercantile law one naturally turns 
to the chapter on negotiable instruments, and the editor does well 
to take his definition from the late Judge Willis, though the refer- 
ence to his book as “ Willis on Negotiable Settlements ” suggests the 
need for more care in proof-reading. The chapter contains a useful 
statement of the nature of negotiability and the capacity for exten- 

sion of the list of negotiable instruments, founded on G odiin v. 

Robarts (L. R. 10 Ex. 337) and more recent cases. And the chapter 

m “Pawn, Mortgage, and Lien” contains, among other matter, a 

‘oncise statement of the nature and incidents of bills of sale, 

while the notes lead the reader to the principal authorities, 

\ltogether the work is a serviceable guide to mercantile law. 


Announcements. 


Messrs. Sweet & Maxwett (Limited) announce the following 
vorks to be issued by them during the coming season : 

The Annual Practice, 1912.-- Leading Cases and Statutes on the 
Law of Evidence, with Notes Explanatory aud Connective. By E. 
Cockle.—The Law of Insurance in all its Branches (except Marine). 
sy S. J. Macgillivray.—Patent Practice before the Comptroller. By 
‘arrol Romer.—The Justices’ Handbook on the Law of Evidence. 
y W. C. Mande.—Elements of Crimmal Law. Second Edition. 
y A. M. Wilshere.—Reports of Cases decided by the Railway and 
Canal Commissioners. er. 14.—Mew’s Digest of English Case Law. 
Reissue in 16 Vols., including Cases to the end of 1910.—Commercial 
Laws of the World. Original Texts, with Translation and Commen- 
tary. In 35 Vols. 
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er" of the Week. 


The German Commercial Code, Translated and Briefly Annotated. 
ty A. F. Scuuster, Barrister-at-Law, With an Introduction by 
.. J. Scuuster, LL.D. Munich, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 

(Limited), 


Ik 


Obituary. 
Mr. M. H. Stow. 


Many friends and professional associates will hear with deep regret 
of the death in Scotland, after only a few days’ illness, of 
Mr. Montague Haslam Stow, M.A., solicitor, of 35, Lincoln's 
Inn-fields, at the age of sixty-four years Mr. Stow was a graduate 
of Cambridge University, and was admitted in 1873. He was for 
many years in partnership with the late Mr. Thomas Sansome Preston, 
and on his retirement from business became the head of the firm now 
known as Messrs. Stow, Preston and Lyttleton. He was a good busi- 


= 4: ; ; - 2 | ness man. well equipped with legal knowledge, and universally popular. 
existing system of compulsory registration, defects which solicitors | °° — juIpy 8 Y pol 


Indeed, it is difficult to understand how anyone could fail to be 
attracted by his genuine kindliness of disposition. He will be greatly 
missed in many quarters. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolution. 


Francis Darwre Hutsu and Francts Grorce Rosinson, solicitors 
(Huish & Robinson), Ilkeston and Heanor. Sept. 2. The said 
Francis Darwin Huish and Francis George Robinson will continue 
in practice at Ilkeston and Heanor, on their own account, in the offices 
now occupied by them respectively. (Gazette, Sept. 8. 

Joun Lromrp, Hersert Lipomrp, and Arcumatp Henry Baker, 


Solicitors (Lidiard, Son, & Baker), 7, Great James-street, Bedford-row. 
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August 31. The said John Lidiard and Herbert Lidiard will continue 
to carry on business at 7, Great James-street, Bedford-row, aforesaid, 
and the said Archibald Henry Baker will carry on business at 52, 
Gracechurch-street, in the City of London, and 18, Norfolk-terrace, 
Brighton. [Grazette, Sept. 8. 





General. 


The death is announced of Mr. Robert McIlroy, K.C., Recorder of 
Belfast, at the age of sixty. He was appointed Recorder of Belfast 
and County Court Judge and Chairman of Quarter Sessions for Antrim 
on 12th of May last year, in succession to the late Judge Shaw. 
practised chiefly in the Chancery Division, and had a high reputation 
as a conveyancer 

With reference to recent reports that Mr. Justice Grantham was con 
templating retirement on the ground of advancing age, says the Daily 
Mail, it is interesting to note that he has killed a big ‘‘ eleven-pointer ”’ 
while deer-stalking in the Forest of Benbuie, Argyllshire, and another 
at Culachy. Age evidently does not trouble him much, and failing 
powers will certainly not at present cause his retirement. 

The Carlisle Town Council on Tuesday, says the Paily Mail, dis- 
cussed with considerable heat the action of the Home Secretary in 
overruling their decision with regard to the magistrates’ clerk's salary 


Mr. French said the Home Secretary's action had placed the council 
in a very humiliating position. Mr. Hodgson said it was a direct 
insult to the council as the representatives of the ratepayers. He re 
fused to sit there as a dummy of a dummy at Westminster. Mr. 


I Jepartments 


Edmondson complained of interference of Government 
The whole 


which made their debates waste of time. Mr. French : 
thing is a farce. Other members also protested. 

The jury system, whic h has been engaging the attention of the Trade 
Union Congress, has, says a writer in the Globe, frequently been the 
subject of criticism in recent years. Curiously enough, while many of 


the critics of the system are accustomed to express a preference for | _ . 
. | ERNEST MATTHEWS, LTD—Creditors are required, on or be’ore Oct 5, to send their 


trial by judges alone, most of the judges themselves are strongly in 
favour of trial by jury. Sir Alexander Cockburn once remarked that 
a jury assisted by a judge is a much better tribunal for the elucidation 
of truth than a judge unassisted by a jury, and Lord Halsbury has 
expressed the view—with which a good many judges with conflicting 
testimony before them must inclined to that a 
jury, in determining questions of fact, is much more likely to be right 
than a judge. The democratic aspect of the jury system, 
naturally appeals to a Trade Union Congress, was excellently ex 
pressed by the late Lord Coleridge. ‘‘ I believe,’’ he said, in charging 
a grand jury at Exeter, ‘ that much of the satisfaction which I hope 
does exist with our administration of justice, as a whole, may to a 
ureat extent be traced to the large infusion of what I may call the 
popular element, and the popular element in our system of administra- 
tion of justice is the jury.”’ 

According to the Bankruptcy Report, just issued, the total number 
of cases of bankruptcy and deeds of arrangement in England and Wales 
during the year ending 3lst of March, 1911, was 7,244, a decrease of 
317 as compared with 1909; the liabilities as estimated by debtors were 
£11,662,600, an increase of £1,947,624; the assets as estimated by 
debtors £4,804,542, an increase of £617,920; and the estimated loss to 
creditors £9,544,427, an increase of £1,767,015. In Scotland the fail 
ures numbered 334, as compared with 405 in 1909, and in Ireland 
bankruptcies totalled 157, as against 154 As regards England and 
Wales the number of failures is the smallest since the year 1884, but 
owing to an exceptionally large failure there is a considerable increase 


agree 


sometimes be 


He | Place. 


which | 


in the estimated amount of liabilities, assets, and loss to creditors as | 


1909. Deeds of arrangement shew a 
estimated liabilities and assets, and loss 
to creditors. The estimated loss to creditors under deeds of arrange 
ment is the smallest since the Deeds of Arrangement Act came into 
operation, but the combined figures for bankruptcies and deeds shew a 
greater estimated loss to creditors than in any year since 1894 A 
curious feature of the statistics is that the failures of women in 1910 
were 495, as compared with 436 in 1909, the greatest increase being 
amongst widows. Eleven per cent. of the women had no occupation, 
as compared with 10 per cent. in 1909. 

The case of Lamont v. Rodger ((1910], 2 S. L. T. 314), is, says the 
Taw Magazine, one of the most important re ently decided in the 
Scottish courts. It was a milk prosecution, in which a farmer was 
charged with selling milk below the standard laid down by the Sale 
of Milk Regulations, which provide that if milk falls below a certain 
standard it will be presumed that the milk is not genuine, and refer 


compared with the figures for 


aubstantial decrease in number, 


back to section 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, which penalises | 


anybody who sells an article not of the nature, substance, and quality 
of the article demanded by the purchaser. The question came to be, 
if it were proved that the milk was sold as it came from the cow, but 
on analysis was found to be below standard, could the seller of the 
milk be subjected to a penalty under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act? 
On this point there are two. English decisions, Smithies v. 
(L. R. [1902], K. B. 13), in which it was laid down that though the milk 
might be the direct product of the cow, yet, if the cow was not in fact 
producing milk but another liquid, the vendor, though acting in good 
faith, ought to be convicted. As against this view, there is Wolfenden 
v. McCulloch (92 L. T. 858), where it was decided that if there was no 
averment of disease, or unusual treatment of the cows tending to cause 
them to produce inferior milk, or any facts in the knowledge of the 
seller interfering with the cows producing normal milk, then if it were 


Bridaes | 


proved that there was no de oo adulteration of milk after it left 
| the cow, there could be no offence under the statute. The result of 
these two decisions was, that if milk on analysis turned out to be 
| below standard, an exceedingly heavy onus was laid on the seller of 
| displacing the presuniption iaid down by the Sale of Milk Regulations 
| that the milk was not genuine. It is here that the importance of 
Lamont v. Rodger comes in. There the accused attempted to clear 
| himself from the charge of selling defective milk by proving by the 
testimony of himself and his servants, but without corroboration from 
other impartial testimony, that no adulteration of the milk had taken 
He gave evidence himself, and called his mother and his farm 
| servants as witnesses, who all denied that the milk had been tampered 
with in any way. The Sheriff held that he had failed to rebut the 
presumption. An appeal by stated case was made, and it was held 
that the presumption that milk below standard was not genuine might 
be rebutted by the evidence of the accused and his family and servants 
without independent witnesses. The decision is bound, and indeed has 
already begun, to radically influence the practice in milk prosecutions 
in Scotland. 








Royat Navat Cotrece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer” (with an introduction by Admira! the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 








. . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Sept. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep in Caanorey. 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts on claims, to William 
Rowe Elworthy, 7. Downing st, Cambridge, liquidator 

GREENBERG & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Frederick 
Drake, 95, Cannon st, liquidator 

K EP PLANTATIONS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 28, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to George Patteson, 
Pinner’s Hall, Austin Friars, liquiditor 

LEICESTER BKNGINKERING Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to C Howard 
Bolton, 22, Millstone In, Leicester, liquidator. 

LONDON AND HULL Soap Works, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, 
to send their pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts jor claims, to 
H. Crewdson Howard, Basinghall st. liquidator. 

QUEEN'S TEMPERANCE HOTELS, LTD—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, to George 
Beaumont, Queen Temperance Hotel, Aldersgate, liquidator. 

8.U, PLANTATIONS, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 2, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Patteson, Pin- 
ner’s Hall, Austin Friars, liquidator. 

T.R.T. Concessions, Ltb—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 3, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Patteson, Pin- 
ner’s Hall, Austin Friars, liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tursvay, Sept 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuitep tm Omancerr. 

ARMITAGE AND IBBETSON, LtTD—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 3 to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William Thomas 
Butterfield, 9, Market st, Bradford Vint & Co, Bradford, solors for the liquidator 

BELL, Piccard & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 19, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to J. K. Garioch, 16, 
King st, Cheapside 

BULLFINCH EAST GOLD MINING Co, Ltp—Creditors are req tired, on or before Dec 4, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
Thomas Simmins, 162, Gresham house, Old Broad st Arthur Blackman, 194, Gresham 
house, Old Broad st, solors to the liquidators. 

CASTANEDA (HAVANA) CIGAR FACTORIES, LTD —Creditors are to send in their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to J. T, Claxton, 14, vracechurch st, 
as eoon as possinle. 

CENTAUR CycLE Co, Ltp—Creditor« are ui ed, on or be’ore Oct 15, t+ cent heir 

mes nd addre-- s,and he particula + of their debts or claivs,t The d re D Ne.! 
110 Edmund s*, Birmingham. Browet s, Coventry. svlors to the liq i ato. 

BRITISH COLUMBIA (ROSSLAND AND SLOCAN) SYNDICATE, LTD—Creditors are req! red on 
or before Oct 24,t se dtheir namesa da d ewes, and the particulars o their debt: 
or claims to H rold William Ba ty, 717, Salisbury house, Lo don Wall. Staniord & 
Bosa qnet. EB stche p. solorsf rliqui at rs 

E. EAGLAND & Sons, Ltp—Cr. ditors : re r quired, on or before Oct 21, to send thir 
names and addre ses, and the particu ars of their debts or claims, to Elijah S .dworth, 
1, Imperi: arcade, Hud ‘ersfie d 

ENGLISH MCKENNA Procgss Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 8, directed 
to be heard Sept 20. Freeman & Co, Stone bidgs, Lincoin’ s inn, solors for the petar 
Notice of appearing giust reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of Sept 19, 

GALE & Mtvor, Ltd —Credito”s are required, on or before Sept 29, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of theie debt or claim , to Arnold Franci Dickin, 
9-10, Pancra~ In, Queen st, liquidator 

GRAND ELECTRIC EMPIRES, LTD—Creditors are required, on or b.fore Sept 39, to s:nd 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest A. 
Shock, 11, Queen Victoria st, liquidator ’ 

HivueH Jay Dipcott, Ltp--Creditors are required, on or before Sept 29, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arnold Francis 
Dickin, 9-10, Pancras In, Queen st, liquidator 

LAVEX, Lt>—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 15, to send in their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to Ronald Il. Walker, Colemaa 
st, liquidator 

REDDISH BRICK TILE AND Pottery Company, Ltp--Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 21, to send in their hames and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims 
to Mr. William Bateman, 26, St. Peters gt, Stockport. Cobbett & Co, Manchester, 
solors for the liquidator 

STUART AND Co, CASH ‘CHEMISTS, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 2%, 
directed to be heard at the Court House, Saint Albans, Oct 16 at 12 o'clock. Hyman 
& Co, 31, Basinghali st, solor for the petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the 


above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of O:t 14 
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The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
Sept. 21.—Mesers. H. E. Fostaxr & Ceanviecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Rever 
tionary Interest, Rent Charge, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
Sept. 22.—Mesers. Maguze & Marten, the Aldwych Theatre (see advertissment, 


back page, this week.) 
Oct. 18,—Messrs. Epwiy» Fox, Boveriztp, Buanztrs, & Bappaisy, at the Mart, at 2: 


Freehold Building Site (see advertisement, back page, this week). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Sept 8 

ALLEN, FREDERICK, Crewdson rd, Brixton, Lodging House Keeper Oct 16 Burton & 
Son, Blacktrias rd 

ANDREW, "WALTER, Parkestone, Dorset, Architect Oct 19 Joynson-Hicks & Co, 
Lennor ho, Norfolk st 

BALDWIN, CHARLES, West Derby, nr Liverpool, Farmer Oct 10 Smith & Son, 
Liverpool 

BARTON, @EORGINA, Gloucester crea, Regent's Park Oct 20 Ellen, Chancery In 

BATPERS, FRANK HARRY, Prestatyn, Flint Sept 3) Miller & Co, Liverpool 

Baur, RUDOLPHOS, City rd, Merchant Oct 9 Hatchett & Co, Mark lo 

BELCHER, WILLIAM DOUGLAS, Gubyon av, Herne Hill Nov 6 Willson & Co, 
Arundel at 

BOULTON, PAULINE, Enstone, Oxford Oct 16 Tatham & Procter, Lincoln's Inn fields 

BROOKHOUSE, JAMES HENRY, Prudhoe on Tyne Oct 16 Maughan & Hall, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Brown, JOHN, Spennymoor, Durham Oct12 F & SE Badcock, Bishop Auckland 

Bt TTLE, MARY ANN, Scarborough Oct 6 Whitfield, Scarborough 

CARLILL, NAOMI, Bridlington Oct 9 Jackson & Co, Hull 

—" ANNA MOLLISON, Kingston on Thames Oct 11 Satchell & Co, King st, Cheap- 
side 

CLARKE, SAMUEL, Chesterfield, Derby Oct 4 Mather, Chesterfield 

Cov, NATHAN, Gestingthorpe, Essex Sept %7 Bates & Wells, Sudbury 

Cope, CORNELIUs, Old Bond st, Hosier Oct 23 Norris & Martin, Devonshire sq 

Cope, SAMUEL WILLIAM, Kew, Surrey Sept 30 Mills & Co, Finsbury sq 

DovGson, JESSIE, Thornton Heath, Surrey Oct 5 Day, Chancery In 

ss FRANCES ALIcg, Botley, Hants Sept 3) Shield & Mackarness, Alresford, 

ants 

EDWARDS, HENRY WILLIAM, Longframlington, Northumberland Oct 16 Ward, New- 
ca tle upon Tyne 

GILLBANKS, MARTHA EVELYN ELIZABETH, Ulverston, Market Gardener Oct 14 Jack- 
son & Sons, Ulverston 

GREENWOOD, ‘THOMAS, Bedford ter, Finsbury Park Oct9 Ford, Great James st 

HARROP, ANNE, Waterloo, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs Sept 30 Lancashire & Co, 
Manchester 

Hueues, RICHARD, Hednesford, Staffs, Plumber Dec6 Evans, Walsall 

HUNTER, HANNAH, Ashover, Derby Uct2 Steel & Co, Sunderland 

JACKSON, JOBN HENKY, Kingston upon Hull, Merc hant Oct9 Jackson & Co, Hull 

JamMus, THOMAS HENRY, Saint Clears, Carmarthen, Saddler Agent Sept 30 Lewis & 
James, Narberth 

KNOWLES, JouN, Kidderminster, Plumber Oct 9 Morton & Morton, Kidderminster 

LARDBAU, JAMES KINSMAN, Plymouth Sept 26 Brian, Plymouth 

LEAKE, ANNIE, Nuneaton, Warwick Oct 7 Clay & Co, Nuneaton 

Levy, EDWARD NATHAN, Dartmouth Lodge, Dulwich, Merchant Sept 29 Styer, Fen- 
church st 

Loubos, JOHN BAIRD, Coventry Oct® Johnson, Coventry 

Lron, ANN, Aughton, Lancaster Sept 28 Parr & Co, Ormskirk 

Mc OGILL, ALBERT, Moscow, Russia Oct 7 Foyster & Co, Manchester 

MARRATT, SARAH ANN, Bingham, Nottingham Sept 22 J & A Bright, Nottingham 

MARTIN, ANN, Waldegrave rd, Hornsey Oct 17 Bradshaw, Wyatt rd, Highbury 

MAyos, "THOMAS LEA, Llan garre n, Hereford. Nurseryman uct 14 Wallis, Hereford 

MILNE, JOHN, Litherland, Lancs, Licensed Victnaller Oct 9 North & Co, Liverpool 

NICHOL, ELIZABETH, Cartel, Lanes Oct 7 Baty & Fisher, Hexham on Tyne 

0 BRIEN, MARGARET BERYL FENTON, Davos Piatz, Switzerland Oct 14 Simmons & 
Simmons, Cheapside 

PARKER, HENRY, High st, Wimbledon, Licensed Victualler Oct 20 Adams, Vic- 
toria st 

Pipgkos, WALTER HERBERT, Finchley rd, South Hampstead, Dental Surgeon Oct 6 
Richardson & Co, Golden sq, Regent st 


, Barney, Wiertam Caances, Lichfield, Market Gardener { Cor, Hako.v, Nottingbam, Grocer Nottingham Pet 
Walsall Pet ~epti Ord Sept 1 Sept 4 Ord Bept4 + 
Baker, Henny, Lianbaran, Glam, Collier Cardiff Pet | Davies, Witttam Rees, Holyhead, Public Entertainer, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Sept 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 


— 


6 Ord Sept 6 


| 
| 








PRATT, JOHN DREWE, Littleham, Devon Oct 9 Daw & Son, Exeter 

RAWSON, EDMUND STANSFIELD, Abingdon tlians, Kensington Oct5 E F & H | andon, 
New Broad at 

READ, CHARLES, Honiton, Devon Oct 23 Dunning & Co, Honiton 

Savory, MELITA Mary, Bramham gdns, South Kensington Oct 8 Leighton & Savory, 
Clement's inn 

SPOONER, JAMES DovGLAs, Upper Montague st Sept 23 Harris, Winchester 

STEELE, JOHN, Horsham, Sussex Oct 12 Coole & Haddock, Horsham 

STEELE, MARY EVERSHED, Horsham, Sussex Oct 12 Coole & Haddock, Horsham 

TEMPLETON, PETER. New Brighton, Chester, Dock Official Oct 16 Whitley & Co, 
Liverpool 

Tyson, MARGARET, County Asylum, Lancaster Oct 9 Dunderdale & Co, Manchester 

UNDERHILL, WILLIAM, Langley green, Worcestershire, Grocer Oct 1 Shakespeare & 
Co, Oldbury, or Birmingham 

WHITTAKER, MARY JANE, Liverpool Oct 9 Dunderdale & Co, Manchester 

WILLETT, FREDERICK, Mountsorrel and Rothley, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Oct 4 
Barradale, Leicester 

WILSON, FREDERICK, Newark upon Trent, Fruit Merchant Sept 3) Burke, Newark 
upon Trent 

WoosNAM, JAMES BOWEN, Tanybwich, Merioneth Oct 31 Hamilton, Cerdiff 


London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Sept 12. 


AUSTIN, VERNON, Hertford, Printer Oct 16 Austin & Austin, Clement's inn 

BooKER, Rev SAMUEL BRIDDON, Kenilworth, Warwick Oct 6 Wright & Co, Leaming: 
ton 

BoucH, ELIZABETH, Workington Oct 14 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 

BOULD, PHarse, Tunstall, Stafford Sept 23 Adams, Tunstall 

BRIGNALL, Looisg, Phelp st, Walworth rd Oct 16 Badham & Co, Salters’ Hall ct, 
Cannon st 

BULLOCK, EMMA, Harborne, Stafford Oct 28 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton, Oxon 

Cox, ALFRED CHARLKS, Packington st, Islington, Tea Grocer Oct 11 Clark & Co, Dun 
can at, Islington 

FLOCKTON, HeNRY WEBSTER, New York, U.S.A, Mail Steamer Employee Oct 10 Prior, 
Colchester 

ForD, ELIZABETH, Gladys rd, West Hampstead Oct 20 Cartwright & Cunningham, 
Paternoster row 

GOOLDEN, MARIA, Orme ct, Bayswater Oct20 Fox & Preece, Deans yard, Westminster 

GROVER, ALFRED EDWARD, East +t, Walworth Provision Dealer Oct 20 Burton & 
Son, Bank chmbrs, B'acktriars rd 

HAIGH, MARY ANN, Marsh, Hadderstield Oct 3 Hyde & Son, Liverpool 

HANSON, SELINA, Sowerby Bridge, York Sept 23 Cullen, Bolton 

HEREFORD, CATHERINE ANNE, Hereford Oct 9 Lambe & Co, Hereford 

Hirt, EMMA, Exeter Oct 5 J & 8S P Pope, Exeter 

Kissock Marta, York ho, Kensington Novy t Ells &Co, Albemarle st 

MaCKWAY, SYDNEY FREDERICK, Streatham hill, Bottled Beer Merchant Oct 15 
Norris & Co, Southwark st 

MACMAHON, CULLAGH CoLIN JOHN PATRICK, South Hill pk, Hampstead Oct 12 Le 
kiche, Fellows rd, Hampstead 

MARTYN, Horace Faenpati, Balaghat, India Oct 10 Martyn and Martyn, Temple 
‘ins 

MYEnscoven, Mary, Lancaster, Oct 6 Gardner, Lancaster 

NEWMAN, FRANCES JOSEPHINE, Montpelier rd, Ealing Oct 10 Dale & Co, Cornhill 

NIX, ELIZABETH, Claremont rd, Highgate Sept 22 Carr & Co, Rood In 

SEARLE, NORAH KATHARINE, Clevedon, Somerset Oct 10 Rameden & Co, Gracechurch 
st 

NORRIS, ELIZABETH, Chichester Oct 26 Sowton & Co, Chichester 

PARKER, SARAH ANNE, Wi st Bridgford, Notts Oct 20 Griffith & Chown, Walbrook 

PENISTONE, RALPH, C hesterfie ld, Derby Oct14 Shipton & Co, Chesterfield 

SAUNDERS, ALEXANDER Birkennead, Chester, Licensed Victualler Oct 7 Thompson & 
Co, Birkenhead 

SPENCER, ELIZA, Southport Sept 23 Cullen, Bolton 

STEVENS, JAMES JOHN FREDERICK, Belvedere, Kent Oct 15 Edwin & Co, Trinity et, 
Southwark 

TAYLOR, BLIZABETH ELLEN, Bootle, Lancaster Oct 12 Sampson & Co, Liverpool 

THOMAS, EDWARD, Denton, Lancaster, Rope Manufacturer Oct 31 ‘Fowden & Co, 
Manchester 

THORBURN, JOHN, Wrecclesham, Surrey Nov 1 Rowe & Wilkie, Wool Exchange, 
Basinghall st 

TIMMS, JOHN, Scarborough Oct 14 W & W S Drawbridge, Scarborough 

TURNER, THOMAS SPINK, Scarborough Oct 14 W and W 8 Drawbridge, Scarborough 

WALTERS, JoHN THOMAS, Cheshunt, Herts, Nurseryman Oct 12 owman & Co, 

Arundel st 

WARD, 'HOMAS HovenrTon, Liscard, Chester Oct 13 Isaacs, Liverpool 

WATERER, KOBERT, s2n, Chertsey, Surrgy, Surveyor Oct 16 Paine & Co, Chertsey 

WESTCOTT, WILLIAM EWART GLADSTONE, Starcross, Devon, Market Gardener Oct 5 
Sparkes & Uo, Exeter ; ; 

WILLCOX, AMY, Newport, I of W, Ladies’ Outfilter Oct 23 Eldridge & Sons, Newport, 
I of V Ww 





Bangor Pet Sept4 Ord 


: e; 
Buackuam, Maser Frorexce, Southport, Confectioner | Dixon, Heyay Jonn, Southsea, om Baker Portsmouth 
Liverpool Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 
Acous, Lewis, Cawood, Yorks, Plumber York Pet Sept | Brows, James Witutam, Camberley, Surrey, Laundry 
Proprietor Guildford’ Pet Aug2 Ord Bept 5 


Pet Fept5 Ord 
Hansett, Wittiam Hexry, Norwich, Boot Maker Nor- 
wich Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 


| 
| 
Avcorr, Tuomas Exnust, Worcester, Butcher Worcester | Brows, Witt1am Epwarp Jous, Heavitree, Devoa, Painter Harvie, Mary, Barrow in Furness, Fried Fish Dealer 
ept 2 


Pet sept 2 Ord = 


Exeter Pet Sept 6 Ord Septé 


Barrow in Furness Pet Bept5 Ord Sept 5 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGAT!E STHRIZT, LOnNPDowm, 


ESTABLISHED In 1880. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction oF supervision of the Corporation. 


‘a 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting ia Leases or Mortgages of Liceased Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


6a application. 
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Hewitt, Jouws Writsam, Mirfield, York, Joiner Dewsbury 


Pet Sept 5 Ord “—— 5 

Hoviano, Writtam, Bhefficld, Printer Sheffield Pet 
Bept 6 Ord Sept 5 

Homraeses, Gronoe, Tipton, Stafford, Haulier Dudley 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Jacxsow, Farpeaicx Evans, Manchester, Publisher Man 


Ord Sept 5 
High Court 


chester Pet Aug 23 
Kettock, J B, Old Broad st 
Ord Aug 23 
Luewettys, Grosoe Hexry, Newport, 
Newport, Mon PetJuly 1 Ovid Sep’ 4 
Maw, Tuomas Coutpery, Earlham gr, Forest Gate, Lime 
Merchant High Court Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 
Newrtow, Wittiam Geauau, Nottingham, Lace Manufac- 


Pet May 2 


Mon, 5%o icitor 


turer Nottingham Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Reav, Tuomas, Pocklington, Yorks, Seedsman York Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Rees, James Bowew, Barry, Hay Merchant Cardiff Pet 


Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Roveatsox, A.exawpea, Kew, Surrey, Umbrella Manula 
turer High Court Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Rostysow, Samuet, Stanion, Northampton, Butcher North 


ampton Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 
Russert, Harry Sipway, Ruvigny géne. Putney, Book 
maker Wandsworth Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 


Simvsos, Joux, Maryport, Cumberland, Tobacconist Cocker 
mouth Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 

Tuomas, Ext Aceeat, Porthcawl, Glam, Builder Carditf 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Sept 1 

Wittiams, Joaw Dawiet, Pontypridd, Colliery Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 29: 


Mictan, James and Faaxx Hixp, East Acton, Middlesex, 
Plasterers Brentford Pet Avg 4 Ord Aug 26 


Amended Notice sabstituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 5: 


Gorrz, W, Vienna Cafe, Oxford st High Court Pet Augs8 
Ord Sept 1 
FIRST MEERTINGS. 


Acomn, Lewis, Rythergate, Cawood, Yorke, Plumber Sept 
18 at 3 Off Rec, The Red Ho ise, Duneombe pl, York 

Avcortr, Tuomas Eaxaest, Worcester, Butcher Sept 18 at 
11 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Saruemy, Wrieriam Caantes, Lichfield, Market Gardener 
Sept 19 at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Baayes, James, Wigan, Restaurant Proprietor Sept 16 at 
11 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

SuackwaM, Manet Frorence, Southport, Confectioner 
Sept 18 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Brows, Janes Wituram, Camberley, Surrey, Laundry Pro- 
prietor Sept 16 at i2 132, York 1d, Westminster Bridge 
rd 

Ceavi, Fetrrro Serartwo, Weston super Mare. 
Salesman Sept 20 at 11.30 
Bristol 

Freoom, Sauvert, Weatham 


Fruit 


Weymouth, Builder Sept 19 


atl Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Gortz, lL, Regent st Sept 18 at 11.15 Bankruptcy bidge, 
Carey st 

Gortz, W, Vienna Café, Oxford st Sept 18 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Hewitt, Jouw WiiiiaM, Mirfield, Yorks, Joiner Sept 18 
atil Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dews 
bur 

Hitt, ) and Witt Hexry Witsoy, Seven 
Sisters rd, Tottenham, Builders Sept 19 at 12 Of 
Ree, 14, Bedford row, London 

Hour, Horace Pasar, Oakham, Rutland, Photographer 


Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Sept 16 at 11 Sept 18 at 12 
ept 1 2 


Humruaies, Groner, Tipton, Staffs, Haulier 
O7 Ree, 1, Priory st, Dadley 

Houwrnra, Axx, Shotton Colliery, Durham, Confectioner 
Sept 19 at 11.15 Off Ree, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Keuty, Henny, Macclesticld, Clerk of Works Sept 22at 11 
Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

Maw, Tuomas Coucpary, Forest Gate, Eesex, Lime Mer- 
chant Sept 18at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Piayt, Entity, Manchester, Mantle Dealer Sept 16 at 11.30 
Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Puavis, Rovgat, North Shields, Cycle Agent Sept 16 at 12 
Off Rec, 80, Mosley st, Newcastle upoa Tyne 

Reap, Tuomas, Pocklington, Yorks, Seedeman Sept 18 at 
1.15 Off Ree, The Red House, Duncombe p!, York 


Pet July 27 
| Hawsete, sasan Hexry, Norwich, Boot Maker Nor- 


Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


| Wititams, 


Rovertsoxs, Acexanogr, Kew, Surrey, Umbrella Manu- 
factarer Sept 19 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Siva, Georor, and Exvizasetn Sims, Glentworth, Lincoln, 
Farmers Sept 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lin- 
coln 

Tuomas, Ect Aceeat, Porthcawl, Glam, Builder Sept 18 at 
3 117,8t Mary at, Cardiff 

Witxtwson, Sterugx, Beamish, Durham, Architect Sept 16 
atil Off Rec, 30, Mosley st. Newcastle upon Tyne 

Wrettams, Joun Dayxtet, Pwilgwaun, Pontypridd, Colliery | 
Labourer Sept 19 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's 
chmbrs, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Wiiuse, Cuaates Eowaap Gapater, Manchester, Com- | 
pany Director Sept 16 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

Wixert, Wriirati Nrstas, Forest Gate, 


Essex, Fancy 


Goods Dealer Sept 19 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. | 
Acous, Lewis, Cawood, Yorks, Plumber York Pet 


Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 
Bartey, Wittram Coances, Lichfield, Staffs, Market Gar | 
dener Walsall Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 1 | 
Baker, Heveav, Lianharan, Glam, Collier Cardiff? Pet 


Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Biackuam, Manet F.orexce, Southport, Confectioner | 

Liverpool Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 | 
Boows, James WittiamM, Camberley, Surrey, Laundry 


Proprietor Guildford Pet Aug? Ord Sept 7 
Baows, Wiituiam Lowanp Jous, Heavitree, Devon, Painter 
Exeter Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 


Corr, Harotp, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham Pet 


Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Davies, Witttam Rees, Holyhead Public Entertainer 
Bangor Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 

Dixos, Heyay Joux, Southsea, Hants, Baker Ports- 


mouth Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
Go.ipretp, Max Mavaices, High st, Kingsland, Hairdresser 
High Court, Pet July 26 Ord Sept 4 
Go.peettar, Jotivs, Manchester, Stockbroker Man- 
chester Pet July 19 Ord Sept 5 
Hapisy, Jous Tuomas, Furnival st, Printer High Court 
Ord Sept 4 


wich Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept4 

Haavte, Mary, Barrow in Furness, Fried Fish Dea'er 
Barrow ia Furness Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Hewirr, Jonas Wiittam Mirfield, Yorks, Joiner Dewsbury 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Hite, Fasperice and Witttam Hewry Witsox. Seven 
Sisters rd, Tottenham, Builders Edmonton Pet Aug 
21 Ord Sept 1 

Hoyianp, Wiittam, Sheffield, Printer Sheffield Pet Sept 
6 Ord Sept 6 

Humenaies, eoron, Tipton, Staffs, Haulier Dudley Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Hurroy, J, Uford, Essex, Builder Chelmsford Pet July 
5 Ord Sept 5 

Lagmura, Peacts Cauacatty, Manchester, Architect Man- 
chester Pet July 3 Ord Sept 6 

Liewettys, Georce Heyry, Newport, Mon, Solicitor 
Newport.Mon Pet July 1 Ord Sept 6 

Mvyeus, Atrarp Aperanam, Cheapside, Manufacturers’ 
Agent High Court Pet July 26 Ord Sept4 

Newros, Wittiam Granam, Nottingham, Lace Manu- 
facturer Nottingham Pet Sept5 Ord Sept5 

Purvis, Rosset, North shields, Cycle Agent Newcastle 


upon Tyne Pet Augil Ord Sept 6 
Keap, Tuemas, Pocklington, Yorks, Seedsman York 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 


Rees, James Bowen, Barry, Hay Merchant Cardiff Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Ropeatsox, ALexaxper, Kew, Surrey, Umbrella Manu- 
facturer High Court PetSept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Rostvsoxs, Samugt, Stanion, ‘Northampton, Butcher 
Northampton Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

Russet, Harney Stoney, Ruvigay gdns, Putney, Book- 





maker Wandsworth Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 
Smrsoxs, Joux, Maryport, Comberiand, Tobacconist, | 
Cockermouth Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 


Tuomas, Ext Atsert, Porthcawl, Glam, Builder Cardiff | 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Sept 5 

Arruvr Luoyp, Aberystwyth, Auc‘ioneer, 
Aberystwyth Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 4 

Wituiams, Joux Danret, Pontypridd, Colliery Labourer | 
Pontypridd PetSept5 Ord Sept 5 | 





202nd Year of the Office. 









































The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 


SUN 


lasuraances effected'on the following risks :— 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 





Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.c, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


| Seas ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 


PLATE GLASS. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 





London Gat.tte.—TUkaparY, Sept, 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ATKINS, HARRY SEWELL, Stoke Newington rd, Jobmaster 


Edmonton PetSept8 Ord Septs 

Brows, FLORENCE ELIZABETH, Bristol Bristol Pet 
Sept 8 Ord Sepc8 

DALTON, EDGAR, West Malling, Traveller Maidstone 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 


DARBY, WILLIAM HENRY D’ESTERRE, Clarges st, Picca- 
dilly High Court Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 

DE EviInorr, Count J, Aldwych, Strand High Court Pet 
July4 Ord Sept 9 

Fox, Henry Josern, Norwich, Tobacco Dealer Norwich 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 8 

P J Gronevist & Co, Davies st, Berkeley sq, Tailors 
High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 9 

HALL, Ropeat, Forncett St Peter,! Norfolk, Farmer Nor- 
wich PetSept8 Ord Sept 8 

HUBAND, CHARLES W, Tottenham Court rd, Advertising 
Agent High Court Pet Augis Ord Sept 8 


| Hugues, HERBERT WILLIAMS, Handbridge, Chester Car 


Proprietor Chester Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 
HUNTING, HAROLD EDWARD, Shirebrook, Derby Htter 
Not ingham Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 
Jones, PETER HENRY, Rhyl, Flint, Restaurant Keeper 


Bangor Pet Septs Ord Sept 8 

KER-SEYMER, V, Doverst,Westminster High Court Pet 
July 4 Ord Sept 6 

LocKNER, A. TAYLOR, Avenue rd, Acton, Builder Brent- 


Ord Sept 7 
Park villas, Winchmore 
Pet May 10 Ord 


ford Pet Jane 2 

MACKINTOSH, JAMES WAUGH, 
Hl, widdx, Builder Edmonton 
Sept 8 

Moores, DE LA Hey, Clifton, Bristol, Dentist Bristol 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 7 

PASHLEY, ALBERT, Nottingham, Wholesale Tobacconist 


Nottingham Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Putpes, HERBERT, Shrivenham, Berks, Licensed Victualler 
Swindon Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Rick, RAMAH FRREDERICK, Lowestoft, Smack Owner 
Great Yarmouth Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 


RICHARDS, WILLIAM Litson Braunton, Devon, Boarding 
Hou:e Keeper Barnstaple Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept7 

RICHMAN, WOLFE, Leeds, General Dealer Leeds Pet 
Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

SNow, Francis, Okehampton, Devon, Dealer in Pouliry 
Plymouth Pet July 17 Ord Sept 7 

SUNNUCKS, STANLEY LLOYD, St James’ pl, Company Pro- 
moter High Court Pet Augl7 Ord Sept 7 

VILLIS, EDWARD, Bridgwater, Timber Haulier Bridgwater 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

WILLis, E A, Oxford st, Music Publisher High Court 
Pet May 26 Ord Sept 7 

WooLer, HENRY K, Liscard, Chester Birkenhead Pet 
July 18 Ord Sept 6 

RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 

MoRRAY, PeERoY JAMES ALEXANDER, Blackdown, Surréy 
Guildford Pet April 27,1911 Rec Ord June 20, 1911 
Rese Sept 5, 1911 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND 
PETITION DISMISSED. 

JITINDRA, PRINCE OF CooCcH BEHAR, 2, Porchester gate, 
Bayswater High Court Pet April i9, 1911 Rec Ord, 
June 30,1911 Rese and Dis Sept 8, 1911 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Brown, WILLIAM EpwWarD JOHN, Heavitree, Devon, Painter 
Sept 21 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

CARNIE, JAMES, Oswaldtwistie, Laucs Sept 20 at 11 Off 
Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Cork, HAROLD, Nottingham, Grocer Sept 20 at 11 Off 
Rec, 4, C .stle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

DaLton, Ep@ar, West Malling, Traveller Sept 21 at 11 
9, King st, Maidstone 

DARBY, WILLIAM HENRY D ESTERRE, Clarges st, Piccadilly 
Sept 20at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

DE Evinorr, Count J, Aldwych, Strand Sept 21 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, —_ st 

DIxoN, HENRY JOHN, Southsea, Hants, Baker Sept 21 at 
3 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Grongvist, P J & Co, Davies st, Berkeley sq, Tailors 
Sept 22at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HANSELL, WILLIAM HENRY, Norwich, Boot Maker Sept 
20 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

HUBAND, CHARLES W, Tottenham Court rd, Advertising 
Agent Sept 22at1ll Baukruptcy bidg-, Carey st 

HvuGHES, HERBERT WILLIAMS, Handoridge, Chester, Car 
Proprietor Sept 20 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 

JOHN, JOHN JENKIN, and WILLIAM OWEN JouHN, Narberth, 
Pembroke, Grocers Sept 21 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen 
st, Carmarthen 

KER-Se#yMeER, V, Dover st, Westminster Sept 20 at/ 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LLEWELLYN, GEORGE HENRY, Newport, Mon, Solicitor 
Sept 20 at 11 Off Rec, 144,Commercial st Newport, 
Mon 

Ress, JAMES BowEN, Barry, Glam, ay Merchant Sept 21 
at 3 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

RicHMAN, WOLFE, Leeds, General Dealer 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

RUSSELL, HARRY SIDNEY, Ruvigny gdns, Putney, Book- 
maker Sept 20 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

SUNNUCKS, STANLEY LLOYD, St James’ pl, Company Pro- 
moter Sept 20at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

TucKEY, GEORGE ALBERT THOMAS, Weston super Mare, 
Solicitor Sept 20 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


Sept 20 at ll 


Brist 1 

WILLIs, E A, Oxford st, Music Publisher Sept 20 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Amended Notice substitated for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 8: 

Sts, GeorGs, and ELIZABETH SIMs, Glentworth, Lincoln, 
Farmers, Lincoln “ept 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 10, 

st, Lincoln Pub Exam Sept 21 at 3 
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